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Community Protection and Hazardous Waste Reduction Initiative 
Pilot Project Proposal Form 

 
Instructions 
This form contains fillable fields.  Mouseover each field for additional instructions. Not all 
fields need to be completed for submission, and general responses are acceptable if 
more specific responses have not been developed. 
 

1.0 Pilot Project Summary 
Identify the primary components of this pilot project. 
 
Waste Stream: 
Industry: 
Geography: 
Stakeholders: 
Government: 
 

2.0 Pilot Project Details 
Describe this pilot project and how it fits with the overall goals and objectives of the 
CPHWR Initiative.  Characterize the waste(s) to be reduced and the implications. 
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3.0 Pilot Project Characteristics 
Identify any applicable characteristics of this pilot project. 
 
[   ] Source reduction or elimination [   ] Minimizes or avoids disposal 
[   ] Provides a permanent solution [   ] Avoids media shifting 
 
[   ] Long term reductions  [   ] Short term reductions 
[   ] Replicable   [   ] Scalable 
 
[   ] Decreases high volume waste [   ] Decreases high toxicity waste 
[   ] Decreases toxicity of waste  [   ] Reduces waste treatment impacts 
 
[   ] Economically beneficial  [   ] Represents a viable alternative 
[   ] Stakeholders willing to participate [   ] Benefits EJ community 
  
[   ] Other: 
 
Describe how this pilot project addresses the characteristics identified above. 
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4.0 Pilot Project Considerations 
Identify resources, tools and/or experts which  can be used to gather information in 
support of this pilot project. 
 
 
 
 
Identify other agencies that may have jurisdiction where this pilot project will be 
implemented. 
 
 
 
 
Identify areas of potential competing considerations and objectives (including technical, 
legal, environmental, social, and economic factors). 
 
 
 
 
Discuss other possible benefits in addition to decreasing the volume and toxicity of 
hazardous waste. 
 
 
 
 
What are other key items to consider in completing this pilot project? 
 
 
 
 
Identify the various approaches to implementing this pilot project. 
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	Other: 
	Description_3: Control the Use of FRs in products to only those that are known to have minimum adverse impact:
1.  This would be direct source reduction and provide a permanment solution.
2.  This would lead to long term reduction in exposure and health impacts
3.  This would decrease both the volume and toxicity of wastes that contain hazardous flame retardants.
4.  This would be economically beneficial by reducting health costs, but could result in increased waste managements costs and possible increased fire risk.
5.  This would control released to all media and would potentially benefit communities near FR waste handling

Better Management practices for the legacy waste materials that contain know high hazard FRs.
1. Better management of legacy wastes would not contribute to source reduction, but would lead to a permanent solution.
2. Would result in lowered long term exposures, but may not result in lowered toxicity
3.  Could result in lowered health care costs, but could lead to higher costs for the management of FR wastes.
4.  Improved management practices would result in less shifting to other media.
5.  Could reduce impacts on EJ communities near facilities handling FR legacy wastes.


	Consideration_2: DTSC, CUPAs, CARB, CalRecycle Air Districts, OEHHA, UC System, National Science Foundation, CalOSHA
	Consideration_3: There will likely be significant resistance from FR industry as well as any industries that may be called upon to contribute to an EPR system to help manage legacy FR containing waste materials.
	Consideration_4: Greater protection of human health and the enironment from FR chemicals.
	Consideration_5: Health and Safety of workers handling FR containing wastes.
	Consideration_1: The Green Policy Institute should be contacted to recommend personnel and resouces to be included in the program.  Arlene Bloom is the Executive Director:  info@greensciencepolicy.org  and (510) 898-1739
	Consideration_6: 1.  Ban the production of FR chemicals in CA unless demonstrated safe and protective of HH and Environment.
2.  Establish EPR program involving industrie that have used or are using FR chemicals in products.
3.  Evaluate alternative methods of generating, collecting and managing legacy wastes containing FRs.
	Waste Stream: Use of Flame Retardants and Management of Flame Retardant containing wastes.
	Industry: Automotive, Insulation Foams, Electronics, Carpet, Furniture and others
	Geography: Everywhere
	Stakeholders: Manufacturers, Consumers, Waste Handlers, Communities, Individuals Exposed, Others
	Government: DTSC, USEPA, CARB, CalRecycle, Air Districts
	Description_1: Toxic Flame Retardant Chemicals have been used in clothing, fabrics and furnishings and are continuing to be used in electronics and insulating foam products and transporation.  This has resulted in widespread and high exposure to these chemicals in the environment and  near facilities that manage these materials.   Better control over the development and use of new flame retardance chemicals as well as to appropriately manage waste materials containg legacy FRs.

1.  Through the Green Chemistry program, DTSC would evaluate turning off the production and use of Flame Retardent (FR) chemicals that have not been demonstrated to be safe.  Past history has demonstrated that FR chemicals have changed and moved to different products over times yet overall exposure and health impacts may be increasing.

2.  Through the DSTS Green Chemistry and HW regulations consider how waste products containing legacy flame retardants (FR) should be managed.  DTSC has the authority to declare such wastes as HW, Universal Waste, etc.  DTSC could create a regulatory framework to ensure that wastes containing FR are separated and managed appropriately.  Such management practices should minimze the release and dispersion of FR chemicals to control exposure.  See recent technical article authored in part by DTSC staff that demonstrate higher levels of FR chemicals in the blood of persons living near solid waste facilities.  SW facilities are the primary current pathway of management flame retardant containing chemicals.  Consider developing an EPR framework for industries that have used and are still using FRs known to contain high hazard FRs.  This could involve clothing, fabrics, transporation, insulation foams and electronics.
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